
REPORTING EXAMPLE 
 reporting period:    Month of 7/99 
 numerator =   total number of adult patients receiving oxygen (N= 2290) 
 denominator =   total number of patient assessed  - resp distress w wheezes (N=2296)  
 formula =    numerator/denominator x 100 = % (2290/2296) x 100 = 99 % 
 summary indicator reported item = 99% compliance - oxygen (ARD w bronchospasm) 

Assessment-Based Treatment (TX) -- Percent Compliance –  
Adult Respiratory Distress (ARD) with Bronchospasm 

– Oxygen  
 
DEFINITIONS 
% compliance:  Percentage (%) of adult patients assessed  by EMS personnel as 

havingrespiratory distress with bronchospasm who are given oxygen  

assessment:  An evaluation of a patients medical condition by EMS personnel  
respiratory distress: Any combination of signs and symptoms which demonstrate a patient is 

experiencing a serious or life threatening (non traumatic) medical condition 
involving the respiratory system.  

bronchospasm:  Difficulty breathing such as occurs during asthma, croup, emphysema and other 
respiratory disorders   

TX compliance:  Prehospital treatment to include modalities, procedures, dosages, and routes 
provided to the appropriate patient, time, and order, WITHIN the indicated range 
of adult ALS treatment guideline-protocol: as published in the most recent 
version of local EMS agency ALS treatment guidelines protocols 

adult   Patients who have reached the age of 15 years or more 
oxygen    Medical gas given for emergency treatment of respiratory distress  
 
REPORTING 
indicator item       % compliance oxygen rate per total cases (aggregate summary) 
reporting formula    patients receiving oxygen divided by total patients assessed x 100  =% 
data points:   

?? inclusion criteria:  patients age 15 or older assessed by EMS personnel 
?? numerator:  total number of patients who receive oxygen 
?? denominator: total number of patients cases assessed by EMS personnel  as having 

respiratory distress with bronchospasm 
minimum points:  n = 30 
time period:  monthly or annually (minimum of 12 consecutive months) 
data source:   patient care documents (document by EMS personnel) 

 
ANALYSIS:  Process: Variation - Special Causation - Expected vs Actual Treatment 

Outcome: Benchmark Comparison - Best Practices 
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